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We need to recognize that enabling

prisoners to reintegrate into our com-
munities as lawful and productive citi-
zens is good for everybody. We should
support proven efforts that get former
prisoners to beat addictions and stay
at work. And we should support the ef-
forts of community leaders, especially
religious leaders, to keep a stern eye
on former offenders, while also lending
them a helping hand. This is something
that is beginning to work in Winston-
Salem thanks to the Center for Com-
munity Safety at Winston-Salem State
University. It is beginning to work in
places like Maryland and Ohio. It is
something that needs to work across
America.

That is the challenge: First, develop
real and automatic punishments for
real violations of probation and parole.
Second, enable probation and parole of-
ficers to get out of their offices and
onto the streets. Third, make sure of-
fenders who are ready to turn their
lives around have the chance to do it.

Meeting that challenge will not be
easy. Every State has different proba-
tion and parole systems. Some States
have differences within their systems.
While the truth is that a lot of these
systems are not working, some of them
are. Every reform I have described is
already working someplace in America
today. Our job in Washington will be to
spread the things that work. I know
there is legislation in conference right
now that will help do that in a limited
way.

I believe we should think bigger, on
the model of the COPS Program, a pro-
gram that not only helped police de-
partments hire over 100,000 more cops,
but that also helped change the way
police departments do business. We
need the same kind of effort when it
comes to transforming probation and
parole into an effective, accountable
system for reducing crime.

It may be that this administration
will oppose this effort. Their current
budget has already proposed gutting
the COPS Program. This administra-
tion seems to think that permanent
tax cuts for the very wealthiest Ameri-
cans are more important than cutting
crime in the very poorest communities.
I see it differently.

f

ESTATE TAX

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. President, I also
wish to say a few words about the es-
tate tax debate we are having right
now.

With all due respect for my col-
leagues, I think this debate shows that
a lot of people in Washington are to-
tally out of touch with regular people
back at home. I think we should step
back and take stock of where we are
right now.

No. 1, as all of us know, we are in the
middle of fighting a war against ter-
rorism, and we do not know when that
war will end. Our young men and
women are in harm’s way overseas as I
speak.

Here at home, we have very serious
homeland security needs that the ad-
ministration is struggling to meet. It
is no exaggeration to say that Ameri-
cans’ lives depend on the success of
those efforts. That is No. 1.

No. 2: We have a whole raft of serious
needs in our country. I have been talk-
ing about the rising crime rate, but
that is just the beginning. We have sen-
iors who cannot pay for the medicine
they need to live. We have parents who
cannot afford to send their kids to col-
lege. We have children who go to school
every day in crowded classrooms with
leaky roofs, even as this administra-
tion cuts funding for education. That
list goes on and on.

No. 3: We have a coming challenge in
Social Security. We are going to have
baby boomers retiring in huge num-
bers, and we are going to have to find
a way to keep our social contract with
them.

No. 1, we have a costly war against
terrorism to fight abroad and at home.
No. 2, we have deep problems with
crime and education and health care
that we are not addressing. No. 3, we
have a coming crisis in Social Secu-
rity.

And here is No. 4. Right now we can-
not afford to address a lot of our seri-
ous needs—and in fact, our economy
continues to sputter after a decade of
extraordinary growth—because the
country has gone from a multitrillion
dollar surplus to a deficit in barely a
year. That is very largely because of
the tax cuts targeted to the wealthy
this Congress already passed. It is a
breathtaking fiscal turnaround.

With terrorism, with crime and edu-
cation and health care needs, with a
Social Security crisis, with massive
fiscal hemorrhaging, what are we talk-
ing about here today?

We are not talking about reforming
the estate tax to eliminate unfair bur-
dens on farmers and small businesses,
something I support. I very strongly
believe that farmers and small busi-
nesses have to be protected from estate
taxes.

We are talking about whether to
blow another massive hole in the budg-
et to pay for a tax cut that mostly ben-
efits about 3,000 of the wealthiest fami-
lies each year. In a country of over 275
million people, many of them strug-
gling to pay their mortgages and send
their kids to college, we are talking
about multimillion dollar windfalls for
about three thousand fortunate fami-
lies.

I have only one question. Is this real-
ly why the American people send us
here, to massively cut taxes on a very
fortunate few while we are fighting ter-
rorism and Social Security is in trou-
ble and millions of middle class people
are struggling? I do not think that is
why people send us here.

What my colleagues are trying to do
today on the estate tax is wrong from
a national security perspective. It is
wrong from a Social Security perspec-
tive. It is wrong from an economic per-

spective. And most important of all, it
is wrong from a moral perspective.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from New Jersey.
Mr. CORZINE. Mr. President, I com-

mend the Senator from North Carolina
for his remarks with regard to his
views on probation and the deterio-
rating situation with regard to how we
are moving and progressing with re-
gard to crime. I am also glad to hear
the Senator from North Carolina speak
about estate tax in the context of So-
cial Security. In fact, I will be speak-
ing in a minute with regard to the So-
cial Security issue.

It seems inconceivable to me that the
roughly 3,000 people the Senator is
talking about in our Nation, those who
have benefited most from the power
and the success of our Nation economi-
cally and done so well, should put at
jeopardy the universal program that is
such an important part of retirement
security for so many Americans. It
does not seem right in the context of
the national security, but truly it
seems misplaced when one thinks
about Social Security for the breadth
of Americans.

So I commend the Senator for his re-
marks, and particularly the tying to-
gether and juxtaposition of those ef-
forts.

f

SOCIAL SECURITY

Mr. CORZINE. Mr. President, as
many of my colleagues know, I have
over the last few weeks been speaking
regularly with regard to Social Secu-
rity and proposals to privatize Social
Security. I think this is one of the
most important debates we as the Sen-
ate and Americans need to have. It
needs to be done before elections, not
afterwards, because I think we need to
hear from the American people about
what it is they want.

To many Americans, certainly to
whom I talk, and many of my constitu-
ents in the State of New Jersey—and I
certainly hear it from my colleagues,
and I feel strongly—these proposals
that are circulating with regard to pri-
vate takings of Social Security are not
the mindset of most Americans. That
is particularly true when people be-
come aware that they will involve deep
cuts in guaranteed benefits and that,
by implication, is going to force many
Americans to work longer, delay their
retirement, and develop a level of inse-
curity in a program that was really de-
signed to promote security among sen-
ior citizens in our Nation.

The fact is that we have seen devel-
oping an undermining of retirement se-
curity for a whole host of reasons,
whether it is the diminishment of the
number of Americans who are covered
by defined benefit programs or the in-
security of 401(k)s which we have seen
in light of some of the elements that
have come out of Enron. It is very hard
for me and for most of the people with
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